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Barrier	  Removal	  Map	  
Ac1ve	  Transporta1on	  Program	  	  -‐	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  


Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  
514	  students	  


95%	  qualify	  for	  FRPM	  


Exis1ng	  Sidewalks	  


Replacement	  ADA	  Ramps	  


Desert	  Springs	  
Healthcare	  


Sidewalk	  Gaps	  


The	  project	  will	  provide	  ADA-‐compliant	  
access	  ramps	  to	  provide	  accessibility	  to	  the	  
sidewalk	  network	  for	  residents	  of	  all	  ages	  and	  
mobility	  level.	  


New	  ADA	  Ramps	  







	  	  
	  Leroy	  Way	  (looking	  west).	  	  Shown	  here	  is	  a	  four-‐way	  intersec1on	  with	  non	  ADA-‐compliant	  access	  ramps,	  


which	  presents	  a	  barrier	  for	  many	  residents	  with	  limited	  mobility	  (walking	  devices,	  wheelchairs,	  strollers,	  
or	  kids	  riding	  tricycles).	  The	  City	  will	  install	  new	  sidewalks	  on	  both	  sides	  of	  Leroy	  Way	  with	  ADA-‐compliant	  
access	  ramps	  making	  the	  sidewalk	  infrastructure	  accessible	  to	  all	  residents.	  	  As	  this	  intersec1on	  borders	  
the	  northeast	  border	  of	  Miles	  Avenue	  Park,	  many	  residents	  will	  be	  able	  to	  u1lize	  safer	  pathways	  in	  their	  
travels	  to	  and	  from	  the	  park.	  	  This	  image	  demonstrates	  similar	  condi1ons	  throughout	  the	  Miles	  Avenue	  
neighborhood	  that	  will	  receive	  similar	  engineering	  improvements.	  	  
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Miles	  Avenue	  Park	  
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6/3/16, 8:40 PMTIMS - TIMS Collision Diagram
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COLLISION DIAGRAM Straight Overturned


Left Turn Ran Off Road


Right Turn Stopped


U-Turn Parked


Pedestrian Bicycle


Object Injury Crash


Fatal Crash


Primary Street:
Herbert Hoover Ped Improvements
Secondary Street:
Miles Avenue Park Neighborhood
Time Period:
01/01/2010-12/31/2014
Agency Name:
City of Indio


Fatal Collision 0
Injury Collision 10


Mapped 10
Not Drawn 3


Total 13


Mapping Summary



https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.723055,-116.22952&z=16&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3
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SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL COLLISION MAP VIEWER


Interactive map and data summaries of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions around school.


Types of Collisions: Bicycle Pedestrian


Collision Severity: Fatal Severe Injury Other Visible Injury Complaint of Pain


Years : 2009 - 2013


Herbert Hoover Elementary
44-300 Monroe St. | Indio | Riverside County | CDS: 33670586031967


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


Summary Statistics


Radius Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of
Pain Pedestrian Bicycle Total


<¼ mi. 0 0 0 2 2 0 2


¼ - ½ mi. 0 0 4 3 4 3 7


Total 0 0 4 5 6 3 9



https://www.google.com/maps/@33.72776,-116.23384,15z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.72776,-116.23384&z=15&t=m&hl=en-US&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3
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5/25/16, 9:22 AMTIMS - Collision Details


Page 1 of 1http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/collision_details.php?no=5910299


County RIVERSIDE City INDIO


Date (Y-M-D) 2012-01-26 Time 19:59


Nearby
Intersection INDIO BL & BISKRA ST


Coordinate
Location 33.7253430478, -116.225208047


State Highway N Route - Postmile  -


Injured
Victims 1 Fatalities 1


Alcohol NO Weather Clear


Primary
Collision
Factor


Pedestrian Violation Involved
with Pedestrian


STREET VIEW


COLLISION DETAILS: CASE ID 5910299


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


© 2016 Google


I-10BUS
Indio, California  


View on Google Maps


Report a problem


Home | About | Tools | Resources | News | Help © UC Regents, 2011-2016



https://www.google.com/maps/@33.725343,-116.225208,17z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.725343,-116.225208&z=17&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3

https://www.google.com/cbk?cb_client=apiv3&output=report&panoid=ANVrRn_3vXLGVuD43QSSaw&cbp=1,0,,0,5&hl=en

https://maps.google.com/maps/@33.7253487,-116.2252277,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1sANVrRn_3vXLGVuD43QSSaw!2e0?source=apiv3

http://tims.berkeley.edu/index.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=about

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=tools

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=resources

http://tims.berkeley.edu/news/main.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/helpdoc/Gen_FAQs.php
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available is spent wisely is at the heart of this philosophy. At the bottom of this pyramid 
is System Monitoring and Evaluation. In order to be effective system managers, we must 
have an in-depth understanding of how our system performs and why it performs the way 
it does. Only by understanding these causes can we identify the optimal mix of strategies 
and projects that yield the highest returns on our investments. Next, we must take care 
of what we have and make sure that what we have is performing at the most efficient 
level possible. So, the basic idea as you move up the “mobility pyramid” is to implement 
less capital intensive strategies or less invasive strategies before we consider implement-
ing more drastic measures to deal with our challenges. At the same time, we must be 
realistic about our ability to address our challenges with “soft solutions” alone in the face 
of the tremendous growth that we anticipate over the next 25 years. Therefore, at the 
top of the pyramid are the capital improvement projects that will allow us to expand our 
system strategically to accommodate such future growth and maintain and improve our 
economic prosperity.


Following the system management philosophy, this chapter sets forth the investments 
and strategies that constitute the 2012–2035 RTP/SCS. First, transportation invest-
ments should seek to optimize the performance of the existing system, and this includes 
system maintenance and preservation, integrated land use, operational improvements, 
transportation demand management, and transportation systems management strategies. 
Second, investments should seek to complete the system by addressing gaps. Finally, our 
investments should expand the system strategically. As a result, Southern Californians 
will enjoy more and better travel choices via an efficient multimodal transportation sys-
tem with improved access to the vast opportunities this region has to offer.


getting the most Out of Our system
Over the past half century, the SCAG region has invested billions of dollars into building 
and expanding the multimodal transportation system that we have and rely on today. This 
investment must be protected. Under the system management approach, priority should 
be given to maintaining and preserving this system, as well as ensuring that it is being 
operated as safely, efficiently, and effectively as possible. Protecting our previous invest-
ments in developing the region’s transportation system and getting the most out of every 
one of its components is the highest priority for this RTP/SCS.


safety and security first
SCAG recognizes how important the safety and security of our transportation system is to 
our residents. The good news is we have made significant progress in improving safety, 
particularly highway safety, which accounts for the majority of transportation-related 
accidents, around the state and in our region. But, we can do more. SCAG continues to 
support the implementation of the State Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) and works in part-
nership with Caltrans and the CTCs around the region to improve the safety and security 
of our transportation system.


Safety improvements are intricately woven into the RTP/SCS at all levels. Many of the 
strategy and investment categories in this RTP/SCS aim to improve the safety of our 
multimodal transportation system. For instance, enhancing maintenance and preservation 
of the region’s buses, rail track, bridges, and roadway pavements will contribute toward 
reduced accidents and improved safety. Similarly, expanding the network of bike lanes 
and sidewalks and bringing them into ADA (American with Disabilities Act) compliance 
will reduce accidents directly related to these modes. Furthermore, deploying technol-
ogy such as advanced ramp metering to manage traffic flow also reduces collisions at 
on-ramps and critical freeway-to-freeway interchanges. In short, almost every category 
of investments discussed in this chapter leads to safety benefits.


SCAG has two main safety and security goals:


 � Ensure transportation safety, security, and reliability for all people and goods in 
the region.


 � Prevent, protect, respond to, and recover from major human-caused or natural 
events in order to minimize the threat and impact to lives, property, the transporta-
tion network, and the regional economy.


sAfETy


The rate of fatal and injury collisions on California’s highways has declined dramatically 
since the California Highway Patrol began keeping such data in the 1930s. California has 
led the nation in roadway safety for much of the past 20 years. Only recently have road-
ways nationally become as safe as those in California. FiGURe 2.2 shows the improvement 
in roadway accidents in the SCAG region over the last 10 years.
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 � Increasing the frequency and quality of fixed-route bus service and the introduction 
of local community circulators to provide residents of smart growth developments 
with the option of taking transit over using a car to make short, local trips, and


 � The implementation of transit priority facilities, such as bus lanes and traffic 
signal priority.


Active Transportation
Active transportation refers to transportation such as walking or using a bicycle, tri-
cycle, velomobile, wheelchair, scooter, skates, skateboard, push scooter, trailer, hand 
cart, shopping car, or similar electrical devices. For the purposes of the RTP/SCS, active 
transportation generally refers to bicycling and walking, the two most common methods. 
Walking and bicycling are essential parts of the SCAG transportation system, are low 
cost, do not emit greenhouse gases, can help reduce roadway congestion, and increase 
health and the quality of life of residents. As the region works toward reducing conges-
tion and air pollution, walking and bicycling will become more essential to meet the future 
needs of Californians.


The majority of commuters within the SCAG region commute via car, truck, or van. 
According to the American Community Survey, in 2009, more than 85 percent of all com-
muters traveled to work by car, truck, or van, and less than 4 percent traveled to work via 
an active transportation mode (0.7 percent bicycled and 2.5 percent walked to work). In 
addition, the National Household Travel Survey (NHTS) data indicate that approximately 
20.9 percent of all trips were conducted by walking (19.2 percent) or bicycling (1.7 per-
cent). This represents an approximately 75 percent increase from the 11.9 percent active 
transportation mode share in 2000. In addition, NHTS data indicate that 75.0 percent of 
all trips in 2009 were conducted by driving, and this is an approximately 10.6 percent 
decrease from the 83.9 percent mode share in 2000.


Additional analysis regarding active transportation needs to be conducted in order to 
develop a better understanding of the users and their needs. The current level of data is 
extremely limited and does not provide a comprehensive overview of the current active 
transportation community. Active transportation users have differing levels of experience 
and confidence, which influences their decision to utilize active transportation. SCAG 
recognizes that there are a number of factors that motivate people to use active transpor-
tation. Increased data collection may provide a clearer understanding of the needs and 
deficiencies associated with active transportation.


Active transportation is not only a form of transportation in itself; it is also a means by 
which to access rail and bus service. Accessibility is one of the primary performance 
measures used to evaluate active transportation, by measuring how well the current 
infrastructure provides individuals with the opportunity to access destinations or facilities.


Using a two-mile buffer for bicyclists and a half-mile buffer for pedestrians, we found that 
our current transit infrastructures provides 97 percent of our residents access to transit 
via bicycle and 86 percent access to transit by walking. While many individuals have 
access to transit stations by biking or walking, numerous other factors may influence an 
individual’s decision to use active transportation.


Safety is an important factor that individuals consider when determining whether or not 
they should walk or bike to their destination. Based on data from the Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), in 2008, 4.0 percent of all traffic-related fatalities in 
the SCAG region involved bicyclists, and 4.3 percent of all traffic-related injuries involved 
bicyclists. In addition, 20.9 percent of all traffic-related fatalities in the SCAG region 
involved a pedestrian, and 5.7 percent of traffic-related injuries involved pedestrians.


While each of the counties in the SCAG region currently has its own active transporta-
tion plan, the RTP/SCS aims at developing a regional active transportation system that 
closes the gaps and provides connectivity between counties and local jurisdictions. While 
bicyclists are legally allowed to use any public roadway in California unless specifically 
prohibited, many bicyclists may be more inclined to utilize bikeways. Currently, 42.6 
percent of the region’s residents have easy access to 4,315 miles of bikeways. Local 
jurisdictions in the region have proposed an additional 4,980 miles of bikeways in this 
RTP/SCS that would increase this access to 62.4 percent of all residents. In order to close 
the remaining gaps in the bikeway network, this RTP/SCS goes a step further to include 
an additional 827 miles of bikeways to complete the SCAG Regional Bikeway Network.


In order to make active transportation a more attractive and feasible mode of travel for 
the different users in our region, additional infrastructure improvements need to be made. 
The 2012–2035 RTP/SCS calls for improvements that would bring significant amount of 
deficient sidewalks into compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Given 
that all trips, including vehicular trips, start with walking, it is important to ensure that 
the sidewalks and streets are accommodating to all users. In all, the RTP/SCS’s active 
transportation improvements exceed $6.7 billion.
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Local Efforts


ventura downtown Parking management district 
In order to solve the apparent parking shortage in its downtown area, the 
City of Ventura completed a downtown parking study. The study revealed 
that plenty of spaces were available in nearby city-owned lots, while other 
prime spaces in close proximity to local businesses were in high demand 
and always occupied. Local business employees were parking in the spaces 
most coveted by customers and patrons. The City’s solution to the problem: 
a flexible, demand-responsive paid parking district. Parking in downtown 
Ventura has since improved, contributing to a better downtown experience.


Travel Demand management (TDm)


In addition to the transportation network, the 2012–2035 RTP/SCS also relies on strate-
gic and extensive Travel Demand Management (TDM) measures that support the expected 
land use pattern. These cost-effective strategies improve the effectiveness and capacity 
of the transportation system by supporting a shift from single-occupancy vehicle use to 
other alternatives. Many local jurisdictions in our region have become national lead-
ers in the implementation of TDM strategies. For example, SCAG is working with local 
jurisdictions to close the gaps in the regional bikeway network and bring 12,000 miles of 
deficient sidewalks into compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). TDM 
measures will receive a total of $4.5 billion in available revenues compared to $1.3 billion 
in 2008, a more than 200 percent increase. 


The 2012–2035 RTP/SCS employs the following TDM measures to improve mobility 
and access: 


 � Bringing the majority of sidewalks and intersections in our region into American 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliance to increase the usability and effectiveness 
of our active transportation system;


 � Promoting telecommuting and flexible work schedules;


 � Development of mobility hubs for first mile/last mile connectivity;


 � Expanding parking cash out programs in urban areas; and


 � Promoting Guaranteed Ride Home programs.


Transportation system management (Tsm)


Transportation System Management (TSM) measures also support the goals of the RTP/
SCS by making improvements to increase capacity and improve operational efficiency. 
These techniques contribute to improved traffic flow, better air quality, and improved 
system accessibility and safety. The following TSM measures support the forecasted land 
use development pattern of the 2012–2035 RTP/SCS:


 � Enhanced incident management;


 � Advanced ramp metering;


 � Corridor System Management plans;


 � Traffic signal synchronization; and


 � Improved data collection.


Image courtesy of Rachel So
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Regional offices
Imperial County
1405 North Imperial Avenue
Suite 1
El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 353-7800
Fax: (760) 353-1877


Orange County
OCTA Building 
600 South Main Street
Suite 906
Orange, CA 92863 
Phone: (714) 542-3687 
Fax: (714) 560-5089 


Riverside County
3403 10th Street
Suite 805 
Riverside, CA 92501 
Phone: (951) 784-1513 
Fax: (951) 784-3925


San Bernardino County
Santa Fe Depot 
1170 West 3rd Street
Suite 140 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 
Phone: (909) 806-3556 
Fax: (909) 806-3572


Ventura County
950 County Square Drive
Suite 101 
Ventura, CA 93003 
Phone: (805) 642-2800 
Fax: (805) 642-2260 


818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
Phone: (213) 236-1800 
Fax: (213) 236-1825
www.scag.ca.gov


please recycle  2347  2012.05.01
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Project	  Boundary	  Map	  –	  Disadvantaged	  Community	  
Ac<ve	  Transporta<on	  Program	  –	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  


Miles	  Ave.	  


Herbert	  Hoover	  ES	  
95%	  qualify	  for	  the	  Free	  
and	  Reduced	  Price	  Meal	  


Program	  
#3	  


Census	  Tract	  6065045502	  


67%	  of	  people	  in	  this	  census	  tract	  
are	  living	  below	  twice	  the	  federal	  
poverty	  level	  
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Other	  Improvements	  	  
Ac2ve	  Transporta2on	  Program	  	  -‐	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  


Herbert	  Hoover	  	  
Elementary	  


Valencia	  Ave.	  	  (2,400	  ADT)	  


Tahquitz	  Ave.	  
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Dominguez	  Park	  


Trinity	  Bap2st	  
Church	  


Proposed	  yellow	  	  
stripe	  crosswalk	  


Proposed	  white	  	  
stripe	  crosswalk	  








City	  of	  Indio	  -‐	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements
Active	  Transportation	  Program	  -‐	  Cycle	  3


Transportation	  Injury	  Mapping	  System
Collisions:	  01/01/2010-‐12/31/2014


CASEID YEAR_ CRASHSEV KILLED PEDCOL BICCOL TIMECAT PRIMARYRD SECONDRD DISTANCE DATE_ TIME_ PEDKILL BICKILL CITY COUNTY STATE
4711225 2010 3 0 Y 1800 MILES	  AV MONROE	  ST 7 4/10/10 1606 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
4774076 2010 3 0 Y 1800 SAN	  JACINTO	  AVSUNGOLD	  ST 330 5/22/10 1554 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
4845084 2010 3 0 Y 1500 ARABIA	  ST VALENCIA	  AV 0 7/23/10 1200 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
4850025 2010 3 0 Y 2400 BLISS	  AV MONROE	  ST 40 8/11/10 2301 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
5094861 2011 4 0 Y 1800 VALENCIA	  AVSUNGOLD	  ST 320 2/15/11 1709 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
5530676 2012 4 0 Y 1200 BLISS	  AV MONROE	  ST 0 3/5/12 934 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
5643798 2012 4 0 Y 2100 MONROE	  ST HOOVER	  ST 0 5/6/12 2027 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
5910299 2012 1 1 Y 2100 INDIO	  BL BISKRA	  ST 255 1/26/12 1959 1 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
6059359 2013 4 0 Y 900 CROWN	  WY MONROE 100 4/1/13 814 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
6340875 2014 2 0 Y 1500 BLISS	  AV SUN	  GOLD	  ST 64 1/2/14 1431 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
6465655 2014 3 0 Y 1500 HOOVER	  ST MONROE 4 1/30/14 1428 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
6538772 2014 4 0 Y 2100 BLISS	  AV MONROE	  ST 0 2/7/14 1843 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
6768070 2014 4 0 Y 2400 SUNGOLD	  STMILES	  AV 0 11/4/14 2126 0 0 INDIO RIVERSIDE CA
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Collision List


Case ID Date Time Primary Secondary Distance Direction Bike Ped


4711225 2010-04-10 16:06 MILES AV MONROE ST 7 E Yes No


4774076 2010-05-22 15:54 SAN JACINTO AV SUNGOLD ST 330 E No Yes


4930881 2010-11-16 25:00 YUCCA LN ADOBE RD 35 N No Yes


5094861 2011-02-15 17:09 VALENCIA AV SUNGOLD ST 320 E Yes No


5684709 2012-06-15 18:28 ARMATA ST CASSIA DR 125 W No Yes


5643798 2012-05-06 20:27 MONROE ST HOOVER ST 0 - No Yes


5580105 2012-03-10 19:51 MONROE ST AVE 44 0 - No Yes


6059359 2013-04-01 8:14 CROWN WY MONROE 100 W No Yes


6173065 2013-06-18 25:00 MONROE ST OLEANDER AV 0 - Yes No
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Monday,	  May	  16,	  2016	  at	  8:47:35	  AM	  Pacific	  Daylight	  Time


Page	  1	  of	  2


Subject: FW:	  Indio:	  ATP	  Applica1on	  for	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  SRTS	  Project
Date: Monday,	  May	  16,	  2016	  at	  8:46:42	  AM	  Pacific	  Daylight	  Time
From: ATP@CCC	  (sent	  by	  Wallace,	  Melanie@CCC	  <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov>)
To: Natale	  Lessey


Natale,
	  
Thanks	  again	  for	  contac1ng	  us.	  The	  CCC	  is	  not	  able	  to	  par1cipate	  in	  this	  project.	  Please	  include	  this	  email
with	  your	  applica1on.
	  
Kind	  regards,
	  
Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
O (916)341-3153
M (916)508-1167
F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov
	  
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com	  ·∙	  Drought.CA.gov
	  
From:	  Schmier,	  Scot@CCC	  
Sent:	  Monday,	  May	  16,	  2016	  8:37	  AM
To:	  ATP@CCC	  <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>;	  Joanis,	  Brandon@CCC	  <Brandon.Joanis@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject:	  RE:	  Indio:	  ATP	  Applica1on	  for	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  SRTS	  Project
 
Inland	  will	  not	  be	  able	  to	  par1cipate.	  Thank	  you.
	  
	  


From:	  Wallace,	  Melanie@CCC	  On	  Behalf	  Of	  ATP@CCC
Sent:	  Monday,	  May	  16,	  2016	  8:24	  AM
To:	  Joanis,	  Brandon@CCC	  <Brandon.Joanis@CCC.CA.GOV>
Cc:	  Schmier,	  Scot@CCC	  <Scot.Schmier@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject:	  FW:	  Indio:	  ATP	  Applica1on	  for	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  SRTS	  Project
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Good	  morning	  Brandon,
	  
Will	  you	  please	  review	  the	  abached	  ATP	  project	  informa1on	  and	  let	  me	  know	  by	  Friday,	  May	  20	  if	  Inland	  may
be	  able	  to	  par1cipate?	  Please	  contact	  Natale	  or	  Josh	  Nickerson	  for	  addi1onal	  informa1on.
	  
Thank	  you,
	  
Melanie	  Wallace
916.341.3153
	  
From:	  Natale	  Lessey	  [mailto:nlessey@blaisassoc.com]	  
Sent:	  Friday,	  May	  13,	  2016	  5:21	  PM
To:	  ATP@CCC	  <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>;	  inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
Subject:	  Indio:	  ATP	  Applica1on	  for	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  SRTS	  Project
 
Dear	  Melanie,
	  
The	  City	  of	  Indio	  (Riverside	  County)	  is	  submiing	  a	  Safe	  Routes	  to	  Schools	  infrastructure	  project	  (Herbert
Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements)	  for	  the	  Caltrans	  Ac1ve	  Transporta1on	  Program	  –	  Cycle	  3.
	  Please	  see	  the	  abached	  packet	  for	  your	  review	  and	  feedback	  about	  whether	  the	  CCC	  will	  be	  able	  to
coordinate	  on	  any	  aspects	  of	  the	  project.	  	  
	  
Abached	  please	  find	  our	  CCC	  coordina1on	  packet	  that	  includes:


1. Project	  Summary
2. Descrip1on	  of	  the	  Scope	  of	  Work
3. Engineer’s	  Es1mate/Project	  Budget
4. Site	  Plans


Please	  provide	  receipt	  of	  this	  email	  and	  feedback	  by	  May	  25,	  if	  able.	  	  Should	  you	  have	  any	  ques1ons,	  feel	  free
to	  contact	  myself	  or	  the	  City	  of	  Indio’s	  consultant,	  Josh	  Nickerson	  at	  760-‐323-‐5344	  or	  email
(jnickerson@naiconsul1ng.com).
	  
Thank	  you,
Natale	  Lessey
Associate


Direct:  714-572-3051
Mobile:  714-401-7382
Corporate:  949-589-6338
www.blaisassoc.com
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Thursday,	  May	  19,	  2016	  at	  2:46:02	  PM	  Pacific	  Daylight	  Time


Page	  1	  of	  2


Subject: Re:	  Indio:	  ATP	  Applica1on	  for	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  SRTS	  Project
Date: Thursday,	  May	  19,	  2016	  at	  2:42:14	  PM	  Pacific	  Daylight	  Time
From: Ac1ve	  Transporta1on	  Program
To: Natale	  Lessey


Hello Natale,


Thank you for reaching out to the local conservation corps. Unfortunately, we are not able to
participate in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached
out to the Local Corps.


 


Thank you


Dominique


On	  Fri,	  May	  13,	  2016	  at	  5:20	  PM,	  Natale	  Lessey	  <nlessey@blaisassoc.com>	  wrote:
Dear	  Melanie,


The	  City	  of	  Indio	  (Riverside	  County)	  is	  submiYng	  a	  Safe	  Routes	  to	  Schools	  infrastructure	  project	  (Herbert
Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements)	  for	  the	  Caltrans	  Ac1ve	  Transporta1on	  Program	  –	  Cycle	  3.	  
Please	  see	  the	  a[ached	  packet	  for	  your	  review	  and	  feedback	  about	  whether	  the	  CCC	  will	  be	  able	  to
coordinate	  on	  any	  aspects	  of	  the	  project.	  	  


A[ached	  please	  find	  our	  CCC	  coordina1on	  packet	  that	  includes:


1.	   Project	  Summary
2.	   Descrip1on	  of	  the	  Scope	  of	  Work
3.	   Engineer’s	  Es1mate/Project	  Budget
4.	   Site	  Plans


Please	  provide	  receipt	  of	  this	  email	  and	  feedback	  by	  May	  25,	  if	  able.	  	  Should	  you	  have	  any	  ques1ons,	  feel
free	  to	  contact	  myself	  or	  the	  City	  of	  Indio’s	  consultant,	  Josh	  Nickerson	  at	  760-‐323-‐5344	  or	  email
(jnickerson@naiconsul1ng.com).


Thank	  you,
Natale	  Lessey
Associate


Direct:	  	  714-‐572-‐3051
Mobile:	  	  714-‐401-‐7382
Corporate:	  	  949-‐589-‐6338
www.blaisassoc.com
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-‐-‐	  


Dominique	  Lo5on	  |	  Program	  Assistant
Environmental	  &	  Energy	  Consul1ng
1121	  L	  Street,	  Suite	  400
Sacramento,	  CA	  95814
916.426.9170	  |	  inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org



tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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Exhibit A
CITY   OF   INDIO


Herbert Hoover Elementary Pedestrian Improvements
Active Transportation Program


 Cycle 3
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ATP	  V.	  7	  (05/26/2015)


Date: (1) 


Project Number: (2)
Project Location(s): (3a)


" "              (3b)
" "              (3c)


Click the links below 
to navigate to 


"Task Details" tabs:


Task Start Date End Date Cost
Task	  "A" Apr-2021 Jun-2021 5,000.00$                 


Task	  "B" -$                          


Task	  "C" -$                          


Task	  "D" -$                          


Task	  "E" -$                          


Task	  "F" -$                          


Task	  "G" -$                          


Task	  "H" -$                          


Task	  "I" -$                          


Task	  "J"  -$                          
GRAND TOTAL 5,000.00$             


Task Summary:


Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary


Task Name


Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan 


SRTS Educational Component


For Department use only
You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:


Project Description: (4) 


Fill in the following items:


Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)


The proposed project includes construction of ADA compliant sidewalks on thirteen (13) segments of city streets, curb 
and gutter, ADA compliant access ramps, and signage and striping, where needed.


25-May-16
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Start Date : End Date:


1.


2.


3.


4.


5.


6.


7.


8.


9.


10.


Staff
Hours (7b)


Rate
Per Hour (7c) Total $ 


Party 1 - -$                                                            


Party 2 - -$                                                            


Party 3 - -$                                                            


Party 4 - -$                                                            


Party 5 - -$                                                            


Party 6 - -$                                                            


-$                                                            


-$                                                            


 $                                                             -   


 $                                                             -   


 $                                                     750.00 


 $                                                             -   


 $                                                  4,250.00 


 $                                                             -   


5,000.00$                                                   


 $                                        5,000.00 


Deliverables (6b):


Task Schedule (5c): Sep-2021 Dec-2021


Activities (6a):


TASK  "A" DETAIL


Task Name (5a): SRTS Educational Component
Traffic Safety Education and Active Transportation Encouragement Activities for Herbert Hoover ElementaryTask Summary (5b):


Presentation of SRTS maps developed by the City of Indio to demonstrate 
the new sidewalk routes created as a result of the project. SRTS Maps


Other Costs (9):


Incentives (9d):


Other Direct Costs (9e): 


Travel (9a):


Supplies/Materials (9c):


To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",
click  below:


Conduct active transportation workshops for students and parents to 
encourage more students to walk or bike to school and increase physical 
activity.


Workshops


Develop and distribute traffic safety literature to students and local residents 
affected by the proposed project. Educational literature, flyers, pamphlets


Conduct interactive workshops where students engage in mock-up traffic 
incidents to understand how pedestrians and vehicles should interact. Workshops


Host pedestrian and traffic safety workshops for students and their parents 
attending Herbert Hoover Elementary Workshops


Parent educational workshops about safety issues and the proper gear 
(helmet, shoes, clothing, etc.) for students that walk or bike to school. Workshops


Staff Costs (7):


Staff Title (7a):


Task Notes (8):


Equipment (9b):


Indirect Costs (7e):


Total Staff Costs (7f):


TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):


Total Other Costs (9g):


You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in the 
itemized other costs section:


Subtotal Party Costs (7d):


" "  (9f):
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Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $


1. 1. -$                           


2. 2. -$                           


3. 3. -$                           


4. 4. -$                           


5. 5. -$                           


6. 6. -$                           


7. 7. -$                           


8. 8. -$                           


9. 9. -$                           


10. 10. -$                           


11. 11. -$                           


12. 12. -$                           


13. 13. -$                           


14. 14. -$                           


15. 15. -$                           


16. 16. -$                           


17. 17. -$                           


18. 18. -$                           


19. 19. -$                           


20. 20. -$                           


0 $0 -$                           


-$                      


Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $


1. SRTS Maps 500 1 $0.50 250.00$                     1. -$                           


2. Educational Literature (Flyers, Brochures, etc.) 1000 1 $0.50 500.00$                     2. -$                           


3. -$                           3. -$                           


4. -$                           4. -$                           


5. -$                           5. -$                           


6. -$                           6. -$                           


7. -$                           7. -$                           


8. -$                           8. -$                           


9. -$                           9. -$                           


10. -$                           10. -$                           


11. -$                           11. -$                           


12. -$                           12. -$                           


13. -$                           13. -$                           


14. -$                           14. -$                           


15. -$                           15. -$                           


16. -$                           16. -$                           


17. -$                           17. -$                           


18. -$                           18. -$                           


19. -$                           19. -$                           


20. -$                           20. -$                           


Total: 1500 $1 750.00$                     0 $0 -$                           


750.00$                -$                      


Expense/Quantity


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


Task "A" Other Costs:
 Itemized Travel Cost (9a)


Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task


Travel (9a)


Type of Travel


 Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task


Equipment (9b)


Type of EquipmentTotal $


Total Equipment Cost:
Total:


Total:


Total Incentives Cost:


 Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task


Incentives (9d)


Type of Incentives


Supplies/Materials (9c)


Type of Supplies/Materials


Total Travel Cost:


Total Supplies/Materials Cost:


 Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


0Total


-$                                            


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         


-$                                                         
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Task "A" Other Costs:
 Itemized Travel Cost (9a)  Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)


Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $


1. Student Workshops 5 1 $250 1,250.00$                  1. -$                           


2. Parent Workshops 3 1 $250 750.00$                     2. -$                           


3. Interactive Workshops 2 1 $500 1,000.00$                  3. -$                           


4. Encouragement Activities for Increased Active Transportation 5 2 $250 1,250.00$                  4. -$                           


5. -$                           5. -$                           


6. -$                           6. -$                           


7. -$                           7. -$                           


8. -$                           8. -$                           


9. -$                           9. -$                           


10. -$                           10. -$                           


11. -$                           11. -$                           


12. -$                           12. -$                           


13. -$                           13. -$                           


14. -$                           14. -$                           


15. -$                           15. -$                           


16. -$                           16. -$                           


17. -$                           17. -$                           


18. -$                           18. -$                           


19. -$                           19. -$                           


20. -$                           20. -$                           


Total: 15 $1,250 4,250.00$                  0 $0 -$                           


4,250.00$             -$                      


 Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task


Other Direct Costs (9f)


Type of Other Direct Costs


 Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task


Other Direct Costs (9e)


Type of Other Direct Costs


Total:


Total Other Direct Cost:Total Other Direct Cost:
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Riverside (ounly Tronsporlolion (ommission


May 25,20LG


Ms. Teresa McWilliam
ATP Program Manager


California Department of Transportation
Division of Local Assistance, MS 1


Attention: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs


Sacramento, CA 958L4


Su bject: California Department of Transportation - Active Transportation Program - City of Indio -


Herbert Hoover Elementa ry School Ped estrian I m provements


Dear Ms. McWilliam:


The Riverside County Transportation Commission (Commission) is pleased to support the city of Indio's (City)


grant application for Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding to construct needed pedestrian


improvements near Herbert Hoover Elementary School.


The proposed project will install sidewalks, close sidewalk gaps, and address non-ADA compliant issues on


various streets in the Herbert Hoover Elementary School area that has an enrollment of over 500 students.
After construction, many of the students will be able to walk or bike to school via safer pathways. Provlding
Safer Routes to School will also reduce the number of parents driving their children to school, and encourage
more school children to be physically active. We wish to see residents lead healthy lives, breathe clean air,


and have more recreational opportunities.


Building safe routes for school children that connect them to their homes, schools, parks, and trails will
improve the City's air quality by allowing residents to choose alternate modes of transportation
(walkine/biking)that promote cleaner air and more active lifestyles. The City is a disadvantaged community in


need of infrastructure investment. The ATP presents an important priority to provide needed improvements
for children and residents while improving safety conditions and encouraging healthy transportation options.


Please contact Senior Management Analyst, Lorelle Moe-Luna at (951) 787-7934, or at lmoe-Luna@rctc.org if
you have any questions or need additional information.


Sincerely,


hn Standiford
Deputy Executiv irector







 


 


May 19, 2016 
 
Ms. Teresa McWilliam 
ATP Program Manager 
California Department of Transportation 
Division of Local Assistance  
P.O. Box 942874, MS‐1 
Sacramento, CA 94274‐0001 
 
RE:  Caltrans – 2017 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 
  City of Indio – Herbert Hoover Elementary School Pedestrian Improvements 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
On behalf of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), I would like to offer 
this letter of support for the City of Indio’s grant application to the California Department of 
Transportation  (Caltrans)  2017  Active  Transportation  Program  Cycle  3  for  funding  for 
pedestrian improvements at Herbert Hoover Elementary School. 
 
This  safe  routes  to  school  (SRTS) project will benefit over 500  students  attending Herbert 
Hoover Elementary School, which  is  less  than one mile  from  the proposed project  site. By 
providing sidewalks in the community, where there are currently none, the City will improve 
safety  for  school  children  to  commuting  to  school  on  foot  or  bike,  and  increase  active 
transportation options for residents living in the neighborhood. 
 
The City’s SRTS project provides active transportation options that will reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions, increase public health, and make cities more enjoyable to live, work, and play. The 
project also follows our Active Transportation Work Plan to implement active transportation 
components  in and  throughout  the County of Riverside  in order  to balance  future mobility 
needs with environmental and public health goals.   
 
SCAG supports this project as it is consistent with the policies and goals set forth in the adopted 
2016‐2040  Regional  Transportation  Plan/Sustainable  Communities  Strategy  (RTP/SCS). We 
look forward to seeing the implementation of this project and I respectfully request that you 
give favorable consideration to the City of Indio’s grant application. If you have any questions, 
please do not hesitate to contact Ms. Sarah Jepson, Manager of Active Transportation & Special 
Programs, at (213) 236‐1955 or by email at jepson@scag.ca.gov. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Hasan Ikhrata 
Executive Director 
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Come join us for  
   


 


Community breakfast immediately following… 
  


 


Community Breakfast  
& Traffic Safety Workshop 


  


 


 


 


                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


For more information, contact: 
Priscilla Diaz 


760-863-8567 
pdiaz@rivcocha.org 


Daisy Ramirez 
760-863-6163 


dramirez@rivcocha.org 


  


Sponsored by:  
 County of Riverside Department of Public Health 


Safe Routes to School Program 


 
  


 


 Come have some breakfast with us and listen 
to a short presentation on traffic safety.  
 


 Then we will go on a short walk around the 
school so you can show us how walkable it is.  


 


 We need your ideas to help us create an action 
plan for future changes to make it safer to walk in 
your neighborhood. 
 


 


Your children will have fun as 
they walk to school with 
parents to guide them! 


  


 


Bring your walking shoes!           Children are welcome. 
  


 


Meet us at 7:15 am 
 OLPH Church 45299 


Deglet Noor St. 
Indio, Ca 


 


Multi-Purpose Room 
8:00am – 11:00am 
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Traffic	  Safety	  Workshop.	  	  
Community	  members	  were	  able	  to	  view	  a	  project	  
layout	  of	  the	  proposed	  improvements	  for	  the	  
scope	  of	  work.	  	  Their	  comments	  and	  feedback	  
were	  taken	  for	  the	  City	  to	  consider	  what	  elements,	  
if	  any,	  they	  could	  factor	  in.	  


	  	  
	  


Traffic	  Safety	  Workshop.	  	  
Herbert	  Hoover	  parents	  were	  invited	  to	  par#cipate	  in	  a	  
free	  traffic	  safety	  workshop.	  	  Above	  are	  parents	  signing	  
in	  prior	  to	  the	  mee#ng	  that	  detailed	  the	  project	  scope	  
and	  informed	  parents	  about	  traffic	  safety.	  


Traffic	  Safety	  Workshop.	  	  
Parents	  were	  provided	  with	  a	  presenta#on	  from	  Riverside	  
County	  Department	  of	  Public	  Health,	  Indio	  Police,	  and	  the	  
City	  of	  Indio’s	  engineering	  consultant	  about	  health,	  traffic	  
safety,	  and	  proposed	  sidewalk	  improvements.	  


Traffic	  Safety	  Workshop.	  	  
Indio	  Police	  officers	  were	  present	  to	  discuss	  
safety	  concerns	  with	  parents	  and	  take	  
parents	  on	  a	  ‘walking	  tour’	  of	  safe	  routes	  to	  
schools.	  
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School	  Walk	  to	  School	  Day	  Workshop.	  	  
Students	  of	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  were	  
shown	  how	  to	  obey	  basic	  traffic	  safety	  laws	  and	  
u#lize	  safe	  crosswalks	  with	  crossing	  guards.	  


	  	  
	  


School	  Walk	  to	  School	  Day	  Workshop.	  	  
Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  students	  were	  taken	  on	  a	  
safe	  routes	  to	  schools	  ‘walk’	  and	  shown	  how	  u#lize	  safe	  
pathways.	  Students	  enjoyed	  a	  day	  walking	  with	  their	  
parents	  and	  learning	  about	  the	  health	  benefits	  of	  
walking	  and	  biking	  to	  school	  beJer	  physical	  fitness.	  
	  


School	  Walk	  to	  School	  Day	  Workshop.	  	  
Indio	  Police	  took	  parent	  volunteers	  on	  a	  tour	  of	  City	  
streets	  to	  demonstrate	  problema#c	  areas	  and	  ways	  they	  
can	  teach	  their	  children	  about	  traffic	  safety.	  


School	  Walk	  to	  School	  Day	  Workshop.	  	  
Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  students	  and	  
their	  parents	  were	  shown	  routes	  that	  lack	  
proper	  sidewalk	  infrastructure	  and	  informed	  
about	  the	  proposed	  project	  to	  improve	  upon	  
these	  pathways.	  
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(More Comments to follow via e-mail from Daisy or Priscilla)
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Miles	  Avenue	  Park	  Future	  Development	  


	  


	   	  







 


Strategic 
Objective:  


 
 
 


March 4, 2015 


“Develop & Present 
to City Council  


a plan to develop  
Recreational Facilities 


at the entire  
Miles Avenue 


Park” 







 Change 


! Exciting change on the way… 
!  Development of the new Indio Police Department 


Headquarters adjacent to Miles Avenue Park 
!  Downtown Specific Plan underway 
!  Develop Entrance Gateways underway 
!  Increase the Visibility of and Attraction to the City on-


going  
!  Goal: Build a Youth Sports Park  
!  Goal: Complete the Downtown Entertainment District 


Working together to achieve Objectives & Goals…. 
 


 







Opportunity... 


Miles Avenue Park –  
Close to the Action… 
•  Downtown 
•  Other Parks, Rec. 
•  Future Multi Modal 
•  Future CV Link 
•  Future CVMC trail 
•  Etc…. 







Potential Facilities: 


!  Thanks Desert Rec!!! 
 


!  Trails and walking paths (connectivity, active transportation),  
!  Community recreation center / gathering spaces / event spaces / 


amphitheater, 
!  Playgrounds, covered 
!  Picnic areas / shelters 
!  Golf Course 
!  Bike paths and trails 
!  Weight / cardio fitness rooms, Driving range 
!  Swimming pool 
!  Splash pad / spray ground / water play 
!  Gymnasium 
!  Outdoor fitness equipment 
!  Indoor walking track 
!  Dance and aerobic rooms 
!  Tennis courts 
!  Shelter rental 
!  Multi use fields 
!  Regional sports tournament venue 
!  Meeting space rental 
!  Racquetball courts 
!  Disc golf 
!  Radio control airport 


 







Sports, Music & More 


Parking 


Proposed 
Police  


Department  
Headquarters 


Existing  
Access 


Install: 
 


- Lighted 
Multi-Purpose Area 
(Sports, performances…) 
Cost:  $400,000 


 – Amphitheater 
Cost:  $400,000 


-  Music Center 
Cost $2m to $20m 


- Pathway, Seating, 
Landscape & Irrig, 
Parking, Road 
Closures, Misc. 
Cost $1m to $4m 
 


 


Future Development… 


Multi Purpose 


Amp 


Path to 
everywhere 


Music 







Active  Transportation  Program  -‐   Cycle  3  


City  of  Indio  -‐  Herbert  Hoover  Elementary  Pedestrian  Improvements  


	  


	  


Attachment	  J3	  


Proposed	  Miles	  Avenue	  Park	  
Improvements	  


	  


	   	  







	  
CITY	  OF	  INDIO	  


	  
	  


	  


April 15, 2015 
 


Consideration of Proposed Improvements for  


Miles Avenue Park Neighborhood 
 


City Council Meeting 
 







NEEDS	  ASSESSMENT-‐-‐STREETS	  







SCENARIO	  A/B	  







SCENARIO	  C/D	  
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CLOSED SESSION
CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF INDIO
APRIL 15, 2015


MINUTES


Mayor Lupe Ramos Watson called to order the Closed Session meeting of the City
Council of the City of Indio, California at 4: 00 p. m. in the Council Chambers located at
150 Civic Center Mall, Indio, California. 


ROLL CALL: PRESENT: Mayor Lupe Ramos Watson
Mayor Pro Tem Glenn Miller
Councilmember Elaine Holmes
Councilmember Michael H. Wilson
Councilmember Troy Strange


PUBLIC COMMENT — NONE


The City Council ADJOURNED to Closed Session at city hall at 100 Civic Center Mall, 
Indio, California. 


CITY OF INDIO
CITY COUNCIL MEETING


APRIL 15, 2015
MINUTES


Mayor Lupe Ramos Watson called to order the regular meeting of the City Council of
the City of Indio, California at 5: 00 p.m. in the Council Chambers located at 150 Civic
Center Mall, Indio, California. 


ROLL CALL: PRESENT: Mayor Lupe Ramos Watson
Mayor Pro Tem Glenn Miller
Councilmember Elaine Holmes
Councilmember Michael H. Wilson
Councilmember Troy Strange
Youth Advisory Councilmember Camille Carrion


Mayor Ramos Watson presented a Proclamation proclaiming the week of April 19- 25 as
Victims' Rights Week. 


INDIO YOUTH ADVISORY COUNCIL (YAC) 
PRESENT: Mayor Julissa Quintero; Mayor Pro Tem Guadalupe Torres; Treasurer
Melissa Casas; Camille Carrion, Delania Smith ABSENT: Secretary Deyci Hernandez; 
Publicist Isaiah Terrones & Abigail Cardenas; Esmeralda Gomez, Selena Gomez, Saul
Lira Jr.; Victoria Rocha, Ashley Rodriguez, Montserrat Rodriguez







City Council Meeting
April 15, 20/ 5 Minutes
Continued


Camille Carrion reported the YAC attended the Relay for Life on March 21. They have
been promoting the festivals. They attended the Youth Leadership Conference
sponsored by the Rotary Club. They thanked the Tour d' Palm Springs. 


There being no further business to discuss, the YAC ADJOURNED at 5: 05 p. m. and
was excused at this time. 


REPORT ON CLOSED SESSION - NO REPORTABLE ACTION
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Councilmember Strange thanked Chief Twiss, the police department and staff for the
community meeting in the Burr/Nairobi neighborhood and at Sun City Shadow Hills to
here ideas and concerns to get citizens engaged in the city process. He attended the
Riverside County Transportation Commission meeting and there was nothing significant
to report related to the Coachella Valley. He attended the Coachella Valley Economic
Partnership meeting and they are still working through the financial challenges. They
are cutting back on expenses and working to reduce the loss of revenue from what was
pledged and committed but not received. He commented there has been a 31% 
increase in the applications for FAFSA. He stated the new Vice President of
Entrepreneurs is Kyle Waggoner. 


Councilmember Holmes commented she is happy to hear about the 31% increase of


kids applying for college. She stated her committees were dark. 


Mayor Pro -Tem Miller thanked Chief Twiss and the CHP for the Dispatchers Dinner at
Heritage Palms Country Club. He attended the Senior Inspiration Awards Recognition
dinner. Corky Larson and Jean Benson were recognized for their years of service. 
Charles Lambert was the recipient of the Retired Senior Volunteer Program award. He
commented there are a lot of houses being utilized for rentals and suggested we start
looking at these houses. He commented we need to readdress the contract and make
sure we are capturing TOT. He commented his committees were dark. 


Mayor Ramos Watson reported she attended several ribbon cuttings. She attended the
Riverside County Sheriff's Department annual awards for officers and recognized some
incredible citizens in our community that have exhibited great acts of heroism. She was
part of a panel discussion on arts, culture and entertainment recently held at Sunnyland. 
Imperial Irrigation District Energy Consumers Advocacy Committee met and there was
nothing of significance that needs to be reported. 


Mayor Ramos Watson asked staff to follow up on the animal facility on Jefferson Street
that the Council heard about a few meetings back from a resident. 
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City Council Meeting
April 15, 2015 Mimics
Continued


2. CITY MANAGER REPORTS AND INFORMATION


Dan Martinez, City Manager, stated County wide, Indio represented 8% of a 16% 
reduction in homelessness. From 2013- 2015 there has been a 64% reduction in
unsheltered homelessness in the City of Indio and it is the largest reduction in the
County of Riverside. 


3. PUBLIC COMMENT — AGENDA ITEMS ( except on public hearings) NONE


4. CONSENT CALENDAR
a. Minutes of Aprill, 2015 regular meeting
b. Warrants Receive/File
c. Deny liability claim submitted by Verizon
d. Authorize City Manager to backfill two vacant IPD Police Officer positions
e. Authorize City Manager to backfill vacant Parks and Facilities Manager position
f. Authorize City Manager to fill full- time Receptionist position at Indio Senior Center
g. Adopt Resolution of Intention for Annexation 76 (Tract Map No. 36679, Cypress at


Madison) into CFD No. 2004- 1 and setting the public hearing for May 20, 2015
It was moved by Councilmember Wilson, seconded by Councilmember Holmes and
unanimously carried, by roll call vote, to ADOPT the Consent Calendar except Item d, 
and ADOPT Resolution No. 9780, as follows: 


RESOLUTION OF INTENTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDIO, 
CALIFORNIA, TO ANNEX PROPERTY INTO CITY OF INDIO COMMUNITY
FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 2004- 1 ( LAW ENFORCEMENT, FIRE AND PARAMEDIC
SERVICES) AND TO AUTHORIZE THE LEVY OF A SPECIAL TAX WITHIN
ANNEXATION AREA NO. 76 ( TRACT MAP NO. 36679) 


After discussion, it was moved by Councilmember Holmes, seconded by
Councilmember Strange and unanimously carried, by roll call vote, to ADOPT Consent
Calendar Item d as submitted. 


5. UPDATE BY THE INDIO PERFORMING ARTS CENTER ( IPAC) RECEIVE/FILE


Peter Aaronson, Executive Director/Chief Executive Officer, of the Indio Performing Arts
Center ( IPAC), gave an update of their activities. He gave a powerpoint presentation
that included the facility's description, past challenges, short term objectives and a list of
new shows confirmed for the year. He commented on new lines of business that
include banquets and special events. 


L Councilmember Strange thanked Mr. Aaronson for the presentation and commented he
is very pleased to see the plan and where IPAC is going with it. He believes it is a very
useful tool to generate activities and revitalize the downtown. Mr. Aaronson commented
on their marketing efforts and stated there are a lot of standard tools. 
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City Council Meeting
April 15, 2015 Minutes
Continued


Councilmember Holmes commented there are several empty buildings on the street
where [ PAC is. 
Mayor Pro Tem Miller thanked Mr. Aaronson for the presentation. He invited the public
to visit the venue and commented this may be the opportunity to jump start the
downtown area. 


6. BETTER NEIGHBORHOOD PROGRAM ( BNP) FISCAL YEAR 2015-2016 PUBLIC
INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS


Jesus Gomez, Housing Programs Manager, gave a powerpoint presentation of funding
scenarios and improvements for consideration. This included a needs assessment of
streets in the Miles Avenue Park neighborhood, Scenario A and Scenario B. 


Mayor Ramos Watson commented the city' s ultimate goal is to do everything in the area
and Council needs to know what those improvements include and then talk to the
school district about fund numbers. She also requested to know what the shortfall
would be. 


Mr. Gomez stated staff will identify the whole area as a focus area and work with the
city council and the community. Mayor Ramos Watson requested a complete picture. 


Mayor Pro Tem Miller stated he would rather include the whole area and not leave any
area out. 


Councilmember Wilson suggested staff submit this as a focused area with a three year
approach; two years of the BNP and the third year from other funding. 


7. PUBLIC HEARING: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT, CHANGE OF ZONE, 
TENTATIVE TRACT MAP 36830 AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, 
EA AND MITIGATED MONITORING PLAN ( LAS BOUGAINVILLEAS) 


Leila Namvar, Assistant Planner, reported this is a request for a General Plan
Amendment 15-3- 116; a Change of Zone 14- 12- 682; a Tentative Tract Map 36830; a
Mitigated Negative Declaration; an Environmental Assessment 14- 11- 519; and a
Mitigated Monitoring Plan for the development of approximately 16.62 acres with 39
residential lots and private interior streets ( Las Bougainvillea' s Project). She stated
Staff recommends approval of the entitlements. 


Roxanne Diaz, City Attorney, stated the city has an unsigned version of a settlement
agreement and no signed version exists as Mr. Gallagher never provided a signed copy
of the agreement and his concerns were addressed and considered by the Planning
Commission and the conditions of approval are in the resolution for the tentative tract
map, specifically Nos. 12, 13, 14 and 15. She stated there is a provision in the


documents that if somebody does challenge the entitlements, the developer has to
reimburse the city and any fees. Mr. Gallagher was fully satisfied that the City can
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City Council Meeting
April 15, 2015 Minutes
Continued


move forward today. She stated a condition was added regarding the Master
Homeowners Association and a condition to allow animal control officers in the gate. 


Mayor Ramos Watson stated this property is within close proximity of an international
venue and it should be fully disclosed at the time of sale. 


Councilmember Strange asked what is the reason for the change. Ms. Namvar stated
the applicant is finding it difficult to market the project at half acre estates and with
commercial surrounding uses. It creates a transition between commercial and larger
lots. She stated Staff reviewed all the potential impacts and feel confident it will not be
significant. 


Mayor Ramos Watson declared the public hearing opened at 6: 45 p. m. 
Lana Hall commented on two litigations, the Stonefield Settlement, for areas located
between Avenue 49/ 50; and Ballot Measure M to vote it down. She stated Measure M
is on the books. The residents in that area said no to three homes to an acre. She
requested the City Council deny the request and do the responsible thing to the voters. 
Linda Beal commented it is strange that the Council would go back on what people in
this area voted on. She stated there are also constraints on water right now. She does
not believe the Council would override the people in the area that voted to keep these
properties to half acre. 


Keith Christiansen, applicant/ owner, commented this has been a troubled piece of
property economy wise, lot size wise and commercial wise. He has taken steps to give
it zoning that is appropriate. He has worked with the city to put together a project to
have some thought to it. 


Mayor Pro Tem Miller asked the applicant if he is looking to entitle the project. Mike
Jacobsen, entitled owner, stated the next phase would be to move forward and market
the project with the home builders. 


There being no further comments, Mayor Ramos Watson declared the public hearing
closed at 6: 50 p. m. 


Councilmember Wilson commented he is comfortable supporting this project. 


Councilmember Strange commented if the ballot measure has no bearing of liability he
is comfortable moving forward. Joe Lim, Director of Development, stated that is what


I was presented by the applicant to staff. 
u


Mayor Pro Tem Miller commented a lot of it was the timing. He stated this is a good
opportunity to utilize the property. 
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Councilmember Holmes commented the whole area is surrounded there by half acre
lots, this property is up against Ralph' s Market. She added the economic component of
being backed up against a commercial piece of property use is compelling. 


Ms. Diaz stated the condition regarding the CC& R' s will add language that essentially
requires that the CC& R' s include a provision for animal control services access to the
subdivision to allow for the canvassing within the subdivision. 


Ms. Diaz stated another condition would require a document notifying a potential
purchaser of the proximity to an international venue. 


After discussion, it was moved by Councilmember Wilson, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem
Miller and unanimously carried, by roll call vote, to APPROVE Change of Zone 14- 12- 
682 and INTRODUCE and ADOPT Ordinance No. 1670, as first reading, by title only, to
read as follows: 


ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDIO, CALIFORNIA, 
APPROVING CHANGE OF ZONE 14- 12- 682 AND CORRESPONDING ZONING MAP
AMENDMENT FROM COUNTRY ESTATES INDIO RANCHO % ( CEIR %) TO
COUNTRY ESTATES TRANSITION ( CET) ON A PARCEL TOTALING


APPROXIMATELY 16. 62 ACRES, LOCATED EAST OF JEFFERSON STREET AND
NORTH OF AVENUE 50 (ASSESSOR' S PARCEL NUMBER 602-090-001) 


After discussion, it was moved by Councilmember Wilson, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem
Miller and unanimously carried, by roll call vote, to INTRODUCE and ADOPT Ordinance
No. 1671, as first reading, by title only, to read as follows: 


ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL, OF THE CITY OF INDIO, CALIFORNIA, 
REPEALING ORDINANCE 1440 RELATING TO THE LAS BOUGANVILLEAS
PROJECT MASTER PLAN


After discussion, it was moved by Councilmember Wilson, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem
Miller and unanimously carried, by roll call vote, to ADOPT Resolution Nos. 9781, 9782
and 9783, as amended by the City Attorney, to read as follows: 


RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDIO, CALIFORNIA, 
APPROVING GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 15-3- 116 TO CHANGE THE LAND
USE DESIGNATION ON A PARCEL LOCATED ON THE NORTH SIDE OF AVENUE
50, APPROXINTELY 800 FEET EAST OF JEFFERSON STREET (APN 602-090-001) 
FROM COUNTRY ESTATES (CE) TO COUNTRY ESTATES TRANSITION (CET) 


RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDIO, CALIFORNIA, 
APPROVING TENTATIVE TRACT MAP 36830 ( TTM 14- 12- 167) TO SUBDIVIDE
APPROXIMATELY 16.62 ACRES TO CREATE 39 SINGLE STORY SINGLE FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL LOTS LOCATED EAST OF JEFFERSON STREET AND NORTH OF
AVENUE 50 (ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER 602- 090-001) 
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RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF INDIO, CALIFORNIA, 
ADOPTING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND A MITIGATION
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR THE LAS BOUGAINVILLEAS
PROJECT


PUBLIC COMMENT — NON AGENDA ITEMS


1 I Gary Werner, Professional Engineer, commented on controlled demolitions and stated
real change is possible we only have to stand up for what we believe is right; Joan
Dzuro thanked CSD, Indio Rotary Club, Marie Santana and Chief Twiss for their support
of the 2151 annual Indio Rotary Math Field Day; Pamela Clute representing UCR
thanked the City Council for listening; Linda Beal thanked the Indio Police Department
for all they do; she commented the Salton Sea History Museum is homeless; she stated
she noticed there was no invocation; Lana Hall commented the country estates area
should not be smaller than half acre lots. 


ADJOURN


There being no further business to discuss, the meeting ADJOURNED at 7: 25 p. m. 


Successor Agency
No Items


Housing Authority
No Items


Indio Public Financing Authority
No Items


G


C THIA HERNANDEZ, CMC
CITY CLERK
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SCORP Community FactFinder
is a service of the California Department of Parks and Recreation
www.parks.ca.gov


SCORP Community FactFinder
Created by GreenInfo Network in consultation


with CA Dept. of Parks and Recreation
www.greeninfo.org


Project ID: 582


Coordinates: 33.7243, -116.2291


Date: 04/25/2016


California State Parks


Community FactFinder Report


This is your SCORP project report for the site you have defined. Please refer to your Project ID
above in any future communications about the project.


PROJECT AREA STATISTICS PROJECT AREA MAP


County: Riverside


City: Indio


Total Population: 5053


Youth Population: 1774


Senior Population: 473


Households Without Access to a Car: 295.3


Number of People in Poverty: 1383


Median Household Income: $30,129


Per Capita Income: $11,611


Park Acres: 11.93


Park Acres per 1,000 Residents: 2.36


REPORT BACKGROUND


The project statistics have been calculated based on
half mile radius around the point location selected.
Only park acres within the project area's half mile
radius are reported.


Population and people in poverty are calculated by
determining the percent of any census block groups
that intersect with the project area. The project area
is then assigned the sum of all the census block
group portions. An equal distribution in census block
groups is assumed. Rural areas are calculated at a
census block level to improve results.


Median household and per capita income are
calculated as a weighted average of the census block
group values that fall within the project area.


More information on the calculations is available on
the methods page »


Demographics—American Community Survey (ACS)
5-year estimates 2008-2012; Decennial 2010 Census;
the margin of error (MOE) was not analyzed.


Parks—California Protected Areas Database 2014b
CFF adjusted (11/2014) - more information at
http://www.CALands.org. Parks and park acres area
based on best available source information but may
not always contain exact boundaries or all parks in
specific locations. Parks are defined further in the
2015 SCORP (pg. 4).


Users can send updated information on parks to
SCORP@parks.ca.gov



http://www.parksforcalifornia.org/site/methods

http://www.calands.org

mailto:scorp@parks.ca.gov
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Project ID: 2142


Date Created: 04/26/2016


Coordinates: 33.723, -116.224


This is your LWCF Service Area report for the project you have defined. 


Please refer to your Project ID in any future communications about this project.


Project  Area Stat ist icsProject  Area Stat ist ics Project  Area MapProject  Area Map


Count y:Count y: Riverside


Cit y:Cit y: Indio


Tot al Populat ion:Tot al Populat ion: 55,616


Margin of Error: (+/- 2,355)


Per Capit a Income:Per Capit a Income: $ 19,434


# People Below Povert y:# People Below Povert y: 14,350


Park Acres in Area:Park Acres in Area: 124.56


Park Acres / 1,000 Populat ion:Park Acres / 1,000 Populat ion: 2.24


Data Sourc es :Data Sourc es :


American Community Survey (ACS) 5-year estimates
Parks data from Calif. Protected Areas Database 2013b (Sept. 2013) -
www.CALands.org


Report  BackgroundReport  Background


The project area statist ics have been calculated
based on the selected radius (in miles) from the
point location of your project. The buffer is
referred to as the project service area.


Population and people in poverty are calculated
by determining the percent of any block groups
that intersect with the service area. The service
area is then assigned the sum of all the block
group portions. An equal distribution in block
groups is assumed.


Per capita income is calculated as a weighted
average of the block group values that fall within
the service area.


More information on the calculations, and a
detailed description of the margin of error are
available at:
http://www.mapsportal.org/lwcf/LWCF_Calculation_Documentation.pdf


Parks and park acres are based on best
available source information but may not
always contain exact boundaries or all parks
in specific locations. Parks acreage does not
include major lakes or ocean, and may not
include recreation facilit ies where those
occupy most of a site. Users can send update
information on parks data to:
parkupdates@parks.ca.gov
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6/3/16, 9:06 PMTIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System
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Benefit / Cost Calculation Result


  Application ID 08-Indio-01   Agency Indio


  MPO/RTPA Southern California Association of Governments


  Version 1


  Crash Data Time Period 01/01/2010  to 12/31/2014   Years 5


  Total Benefit $ 13,986,560


  Total Cost $ 2,983,000


  B/C Ratio 4.69


HSIP applications are only allowed to apply a combined CRF of
not more than 0.8 to a set of crashes. Please ensure one or
more of the CRFs apply to different crashes/locations.


1. Project Information


2. Countermeasures and Crash Data


CM Number Project Type Crash Type CRF Life


R37 Ped and Bike Ped & Bike 80 20


Crash Type Fatality (Death) Severe Injury Injury - Other
Visible


Injury - Complaint
of Pain


Property Damage
Only Total


Ped & Bike 1 1 5 6 0 13


  Annual Benefit $ 699,328   Cost $ 2,983,000
  Life Benefit $ 13,986,560   B/C Ratio 4.69


  • Install sidewalk / pathway (to avoid walking along roadway)


3. Benefit Cost Result


By signing this B/C Calculation Result, you are attesting to your authority / responsibility as the
Engineer in Responsible Charge of the preparation of the HSIP application and you are attesting
to the accuracy of the values on this page and that they have been entered into the HSIP
Application Form correctly, DO NOT SIGN if any of this is not the case.


Signature:
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Gap	  Closure	  Map	  
Ac2ve	  Transporta2on	  Program	  	  -‐	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  


Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  
514	  students	  


95%	  qualify	  for	  the	  Free	  and	  
Reduced	  Price	  Meal	  Program	  


Exis2ng	  Sidewalks	  


Church	  


Desert	  Springs	  
Healthcare	  


Sidewalk	  Gaps	  


This	  map	  is	  a	  close	  up	  image	  of	  some	  of	  the	  gap	  
closures	  nearest	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary.	  	  
Gap	  Closures	  include:	  
•  Valencia	  Avenue	  (north	  &	  south	  side)	  
•  Leroy	  Way	  (north	  &	  south	  side)	  
•  Bliss	  Avenue	  (north	  &	  south	  side)	  
•  Sun	  Gold	  Street	  (east	  &	  west	  side)	  
•  Palm	  Street	  (east	  &	  west	  side)	  
•  Arabia	  (east	  &	  west	  side)	  
*See	  Site	  Plan	  for	  full	  scope	  of	  work	  
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New	  Routes	  Map	  
Ac3ve	  Transporta3on	  Program	  	  -‐	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  
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Museum	  


New	  Routes	  


New	  routes	  include:	  
•  Luce	  Court	  
•  Tahquitz	  Avenue	  
•  San	  Jacinto	  Avenue	  
•  Santa	  Rosa	  Avenue	  
•  Sierra	  Avenue	  
•  Lassen	  Court	  
•  Rubidoux	  Street	  
•  Biskra	  Street	  
*See	  Site	  Plan	  for	  full	  scope	  of	  work	  
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Valencia	  Ave.	  


Leroy	  Way.	  


This	  map	  is	  a	  close	  up	  image	  of	  some	  of	  the	  new	  routes	  the	  project	  will	  
provide	  to	  Miles	  Avenue	  Park	  &	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary.	  	  	  


Tahquitz	  Ave.	  


San	  Jacinto	  Ave.	  


Santa	  Rosa	  Ave.	  
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COLLISION DIAGRAM Straight Overturned


Left Turn Ran Off Road


Right Turn Stopped


U-Turn Parked


Pedestrian Bicycle


Object Injury Crash


Fatal Crash


Primary Street:
Herbert Hoover Ped Improvements
Secondary Street:
Miles Avenue Park Neighborhood
Time Period:
01/01/2010-12/31/2014
Agency Name:
City of Indio


Fatal Collision 0
Injury Collision 10


Mapped 10
Not Drawn 3


Total 13


Mapping Summary



https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.723055,-116.22952&z=16&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3
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SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL COLLISION MAP VIEWER


Interactive map and data summaries of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions around school.


Types of Collisions: Bicycle Pedestrian


Collision Severity: Fatal Severe Injury Other Visible Injury Complaint of Pain


Years : 2009 - 2013


Herbert Hoover Elementary
44-300 Monroe St. | Indio | Riverside County | CDS: 33670586031967


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


Summary Statistics


Radius Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of
Pain Pedestrian Bicycle Total


<¼ mi. 0 0 0 2 2 0 2


¼ - ½ mi. 0 0 4 3 4 3 7


Total 0 0 4 5 6 3 9



https://www.google.com/maps/@33.72776,-116.23384,15z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.72776,-116.23384&z=15&t=m&hl=en-US&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3
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County RIVERSIDE City INDIO


Date (Y-M-D) 2012-01-26 Time 19:59


Nearby
Intersection INDIO BL & BISKRA ST


Coordinate
Location 33.7253430478, -116.225208047


State Highway N Route - Postmile  -


Injured
Victims 1 Fatalities 1


Alcohol NO Weather Clear


Primary
Collision
Factor


Pedestrian Violation Involved
with Pedestrian


STREET VIEW


COLLISION DETAILS: CASE ID 5910299


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


© 2016 Google


I-10BUS
Indio, California  


View on Google Maps


Report a problem


Home | About | Tools | Resources | News | Help © UC Regents, 2011-2016



https://www.google.com/maps/@33.725343,-116.225208,17z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.725343,-116.225208&z=17&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3

https://www.google.com/cbk?cb_client=apiv3&output=report&panoid=ANVrRn_3vXLGVuD43QSSaw&cbp=1,0,,0,5&hl=en

https://maps.google.com/maps/@33.7253487,-116.2252277,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1sANVrRn_3vXLGVuD43QSSaw!2e0?source=apiv3

http://tims.berkeley.edu/index.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=about

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=tools

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=resources

http://tims.berkeley.edu/news/main.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/helpdoc/Gen_FAQs.php
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County RIVERSIDE City INDIO


Date (Y-M-D) 2012-01-26 Time 19:59


Nearby
Intersection INDIO BL & BISKRA ST


Coordinate
Location 33.7253430478, -116.225208047


State Highway N Route - Postmile  -


Injured
Victims 1 Fatalities 1


Alcohol NO Weather Clear


Primary
Collision
Factor


Pedestrian Violation Involved
with Pedestrian


STREET VIEW


COLLISION DETAILS: CASE ID 5910299


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


© 2016 Google


I-10BUS
Indio, California  


View on Google Maps


Report a problem


Home | About | Tools | Resources | News | Help © UC Regents, 2011-2016



https://www.google.com/maps/@33.725343,-116.225208,17z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.725343,-116.225208&z=17&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3

https://www.google.com/cbk?cb_client=apiv3&output=report&panoid=ANVrRn_3vXLGVuD43QSSaw&cbp=1,0,,0,5&hl=en

https://maps.google.com/maps/@33.7253487,-116.2252277,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1sANVrRn_3vXLGVuD43QSSaw!2e0?source=apiv3

http://tims.berkeley.edu/index.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=about

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=tools

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=resources

http://tims.berkeley.edu/news/main.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/helpdoc/Gen_FAQs.php
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COLLISION DIAGRAM Straight Overturned


Left Turn Ran Off Road


Right Turn Stopped


U-Turn Parked


Pedestrian Bicycle


Object Injury Crash


Fatal Crash


Primary Street:
Herbert Hoover Ped Improvements
Secondary Street:
Miles Avenue Park Neighborhood
Time Period:
01/01/2010-12/31/2014
Agency Name:
City of Indio


Fatal Collision 0
Injury Collision 10


Mapped 10
Not Drawn 3


Total 13


Mapping Summary



https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.723055,-116.22952&z=16&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3
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SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL COLLISION MAP VIEWER


Interactive map and data summaries of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions around school.


Types of Collisions: Bicycle Pedestrian


Collision Severity: Fatal Severe Injury Other Visible Injury Complaint of Pain


Years : 2009 - 2013


Herbert Hoover Elementary
44-300 Monroe St. | Indio | Riverside County | CDS: 33670586031967


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


Summary Statistics


Radius Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of
Pain Pedestrian Bicycle Total


<¼ mi. 0 0 0 2 2 0 2


¼ - ½ mi. 0 0 4 3 4 3 7


Total 0 0 4 5 6 3 9



https://www.google.com/maps/@33.72776,-116.23384,15z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=33.72776,-116.23384&z=15&t=m&hl=en-US&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3










City	  Boundary	  Map	  


Caltrans	  Ac3ve	  Transporta3on	  Program	  –	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  
Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  
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A9achment	  C	  -‐	  Project	  Loca?on	  Map	  
Ac?ve	  Transporta?on	  Program	  	  -‐	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  


Safe	  Routs	  to	  Schools	  Project:	  
1	  School	  within	  a	  half-‐mile.	  
Benefi?ng	  514	  students.	  
95%	  qualify	  for	  the	  Free	  and	  
Reduced	  Price	  Meal	  Program	  
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Streets	  in	  yellow	  represent	  proposed	  sidewalk	  improvements	  
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Attachment F - Photo Pages (1 of 2)   
Ac#ve	  Transporta#on	  Program	  –	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Indio	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  


Photo	  B	  -‐	  Valencia	  Avenue.	  	  
This	  picture	  demonstrates	  
exis#ng	  dirt	  pathways	  that	  lack	  
standard	  concrete	  paving.	  	  
During	  rainfall,	  these	  dirt	  
pathways	  become	  muddy.	  	  
Most	  oGen,	  children	  will	  either	  
walk	  along	  the	  main	  roadway	  
to	  avoid	  muddy	  pathways	  or	  
not	  walk	  to	  school	  at	  all.	  	  	  	  	  


	  	  
	  


Photo	  A	  –	  	  Valencia	  Avenue.	  	  
This	  photos	  demonstrates	  the	  
lack	  of	  sidewalks	  along	  Valencia	  
Avenue.	  Pictured	  here	  is	  a	  
mother	  walking	  her	  young	  child	  
in	  a	  stroller	  with	  her	  son.	  Both	  
mother	  and	  her	  two	  children	  are	  
at	  risk	  walking	  along	  the	  main	  
roadway	  with	  passing	  vehicles	  
without	  a	  designated	  separa#on	  
of	  space.	  


Photo	  C	  –	  Valencia	  Avenue.	  	  
This	  picture	  shows	  a	  young	  
boy	  walking	  as	  close	  as	  
possible	  to	  the	  curb	  on	  his	  
way	  to	  school.	  	  Further	  along	  
the	  roadway	  are	  examples	  of	  
visibility	  barriers	  (trees,	  
landscaping)	  that	  make	  it	  
difficult	  to	  spot	  school	  
children	  for	  motorists.	  	  	  


Dirt	  pathways	  become	  flooded	  during	  
rainfall	  and	  prevent	  school	  children	  
from	  walking	  to	  school.	  


Curved	  streets	  and	  
trees	  cause	  visibility	  
issues.	  	  	  


Early	  morning	  and	  dusk	  hours	  cause	  a	  
lack	  of	  visibility	  for	  motorists	  to	  spot	  
pedestrians	  walking	  along	  the	  main	  
roadway.	  	  	  







Attachment F - Photo Page (2 of 2)   
Ac#ve	  Transporta#on	  Program	  –	  Cycle	  3	  
City	  of	  Fontana	  –	  Herbert	  Hoover	  Elementary	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  


Photo	  E	  -‐	  Valencia	  Avenue.	  	  This	  photo	  	  
demonstrates	  a	  lack	  a	  sidewalks	  and	  
visibility	  difficul#es	  for	  motorists.	  
Children	  walking	  along	  the	  pavement	  
become	  difficult	  to	  spot	  as	  they	  walk	  
into	  shaded	  trees	  and	  landscaping.	  	  
With	  parked	  cars	  along	  the	  main	  
roadway,	  a	  traveling	  vehicle	  would	  
have	  difficulty	  spoOng	  a	  child	  dar#ng	  
out	  from	  behind	  a	  parked	  car.	  


Photo	  D	  –	  Leroy	  Avenue.	  	  
This	  photo	  demonstrates	  exis#ng	  non-‐ADA	  
compliant	  sidewalks	  that	  lack	  a	  proper	  
pedestrian	  ramp.	  	  The	  exis#ng	  ramp	  makes	  it	  
difficult	  for	  individuals	  with	  mobility	  
impairments	  (wheelchairs,	  walking	  devices,	  
scooters,	  etc.)	  to	  connect	  to	  the	  sidewalk	  
when	  	  crossing	  the	  street.	  	  ADA	  compliant	  
access	  ramps	  will	  even	  allow	  children	  riding	  a	  
bike	  or	  skateboard	  to	  access	  the	  sidewalk	  and	  
and	  avoid	  riding	  in	  along	  the	  main	  roadway	  
with	  traveling	  vehicles.	  


Photo	  F	  –	  Tahquitz	  Avenue.	  	  This	  photo	  
depicts	  unsafe	  condi#ons	  for	  students	  
walking	  to	  school.	  	  Children	  are	  either	  
forced	  to	  walk	  along	  grassy	  pathways,	  
which	  become	  flooded	  during	  rainfall,	  or	  
along	  the	  main	  roadway	  where	  they	  
have	  to	  maneuver	  around	  parked	  cars	  
while	  sharing	  space	  with	  passing	  
vehicles.	  	  	  


Lack	  of	  ADA	  compliant	  sidewalks	  make	  
accessibility	  for	  wheelchairs	  and	  children	  on	  
bikes	  nearly	  impossible.	  


Children	  are	  difficult	  to	  spot	  behind	  
trees	  and	  parked	  vehicles.	  


Grassy	  pathways	  become	  difficult	  
to	  travel	  along	  during	  rainfall.	  


Motorists	  are	  unable	  to	  
spot	  children	  walking	  
behind	  parked	  cars	  
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Date:


C24577


Item No. F, D 
or M Quantity Units Unit Cost Total


Item Cost % $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000 100% $100,000
2 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
3 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
4 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
5 1 LS $60,000.00 $60,000 100% $60,000


6 175000 SF $7.00 $1,225,000 100% $1,225,000
7 90 EA $3,300.00 $297,000 100% $297,000
8 32500 SF $11.00 $357,500 100% $357,500
9 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
10 100%
11 100%
12 100%
13 100%
14 100%
15 100%
16 100%
17 100%


18 100%
19 100%
20 100%
21 100%
22 100%
23 100%
24 100%


$2,084,500 $2,084,500
$104,225 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


10.00% $208,450 $208,450
$2,292,950 $2,292,950


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
$100,000
$240,000
$340,000 15% 25% Max


$345,000 15% 15% Max 


$685,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$2,977,950Total Project Cost: $2,977,950


Total Project Delivery: $685,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 345,000$                                              


Total Construction Costs: $2,637,950


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 240,000$                                              
Total PE: 340,000$                                              


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 100,000$                                              


Total RW: -$                                                         


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                         
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                         


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Concrete Driveway
Signing and Striping


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/1/16City of Indio


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Concrete Sidewalk
Curb Access Ramp


Item 


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Project Description: Herbert Hoover Elementary Pedestrian Improvements
Multiple streets in the Miles Avenue Park neighborhood south of Herbert Hoover Elementary


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Tom Brohard License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Clearing and Grubbing
Dust Control
Stormwater Protection Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
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Although the Facilities Services Department makes every effort to ensure that the
information provided by this map is accurate, 100% accuracy cannot be guaranteed.
Desert Sands Unified School District takes no responsibility for decisions made by users
on the basis of this information.  Users MUST contact the school to confirm they are
eligible to attend and that space is available before taking any action.


Herbert Hoover Elementary School
44300 Monroe  St.
Indio, CA 92201
(760) 775-3820
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Elementary Schools
Elementary Attendance Areas


Abraham Lincoln Elementary
Amelia Earhart Elementary
Andrew Jackson Elementary
Benjamin Franklin Elementary
Carrilo Ranch Elementary
Dr. Carreon Academy
Dwight Eisenhower Elementary
George Washington Charter
Gerald Ford Elementary


Harry Truman Elementary
Herbert Hoover Elementary
James Carter Elementary
James Madison Elementary
James Monroe Elementary
John Adams Elementary
John Kennedy Elementary
Lyndon B. Johnson Elementary
Martin Van Buren Elementary
Ronald Reagan Elementary
Theodore Roosevelt Elementary± 0 21


Miles


Desert Sands Unified School District
Elementary Attendance Areas


Prepared by Davis Demographics and Planning, Inc.
August 2012
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State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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